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PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, Afaf Kanazeh appeals three
district court orders dismssing her conplaint and ending the
litigation. On April 16, 2003, by order to cause, Kanazeh was
ordered to show why she should not be sanctioned for filing
frivolous appeals and enjoined from filing further actions.
Kanazeh filed a response claimng her appeals were not frivol ous.
After review ng the appeal s we di sagree. Kanazeh has fil ed nunerous
frivolous appeals in this court and in so doing has abused the
judicial process. Kanazeh has al so been sanctioned for frivol ous
l[itigation in state court and in the district court. In lieu of
particularized fees and costs and in light of Kanazeh's utter
disregard for the limted resources of this court, we order her to
pay sanctions in the amount of $500 payable to the clerk of the

court, as we have done in simlar cases. See In re Vincent, 105

F.3d 943 (4th Gr. 1997). In addition, we enjoin Kanazeh from
filing any further appeals in this court until (1) the sanctions
are fully paid, and (2) the district court certifies the appeal is
not frivol ous.

W have reviewed the record and the district court orders and
dism ss Kanazeh’s appeals as frivolous. Appel | ee Prodi gy
Communi cations Corporation has filed a notion for sanctions which
we deny as noot. In both appeals, Kanazeh has filed a notion for

judgment and in No. 03-1205, Kanazeh has filed a notion for oral



argunent. We deny the notions. W dispense wth oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

DI SM SSED



